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All persons are by nature free and independent, and have certain natural and unalienable rights, among which are those of 
enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and ofpursuing and obtaining safety 
and happiness. - Article 1, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 
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U.S. District Court Finds 
Some Felons Have Second 
Amendment Rights 

By Dean Weingarten 

On 26 April, 2018, the U.S. 
District Court for the Southern District 
of Illinois held that some felons have 
the right to keep and bear arms. From 
Hatfield v. Sessions (Case No. 3:16-cv- 
00383-JPG-RJD): 

Plaintiff Larry Edward Hatfield 
wants to keep a gun in his home for 
self-defense. But the Government bans 
him from doing so, because 28 years 
ago, Hatfield lied on some forms that 
he sent to the Railroad Retirement 
Board: a felony in violation of 18 U. S. C. 
§ 1001(a). Hatfield pled guilty to one 
count, an offense for which he received 
no prison time and a meager amount in 
restitution fees pursuant to a formal 
plea agreement with the Government. 

Now, Hatfield challenges 18 
U.S.C. § 922(g)(1)—the statute that 
bans him from owning a gun—on the 
grounds that it violates his Second 
Amendment rights. Hatfield embeds his 
argument in U.S. v. Williams, 616 F.3d 
685, 692 (7th Cir. 2010), which 

instructed that "[the Supreme Court's 
decision in D.C. v. Heller, 554 U.S. 570 
(2008)] referred to felon disarmament 
bans only as 'presumptively lawful,' 
which, by implication, means that there 
must exist the possibility that the ban 
could be unconstitutional." If there is 
any case that rebuts that presumption, 
it is this one. So for the following 
reasons, the Court GRANTS summary 
judgment in favor of Plaintiff Larry E. 
Hatfield... 

[T]he Government rests their 
position on the broad idea that since 
felons have shown a "manifest 
disregard for the rights of others," the 
Government may immediately strip 


them of their Second Amendment 
rights. The Government seems to think 
this is the case even if they cut a plea 
deal with the felon that recommended 
zero days in prison, like they did with 
Hatfield. 

It is absolutely impossible to 
reconcile the Government's positions 
here that (1) a felon is so harmless that 
the felon does not need to go to prison, 
but also (2) the felon is so dangerous 
that they should be stripped of their 
right to own a gun and defend their 
home. This logical inconsistency shows 
that the Government is not taking the 
Second Amendment seriously. The 
Second Amendment has to mean 
something as a matter of law, policy 
debates aside. Overbroad policies 
ignoring a constitutional amendment 
are inexcusable. 

Felonies are defined in federal 
law as crimes for which a person may 
be imprisoned for more than a year. 
There are so many federal felonies that 
books have been written about the 
impossibility of living in the U.S. without 
committing felonies. 

Prosecutors work to "find the 
crime", instead of prosecuting crimes 
they know have been committed. Ayn 
Rand summed up the process well: 

“Did you really think we want 
those laws observed?" said Dr. Ferris. 
"We want them to be broken. You'd 
better get it straight that it's not a bunch 
of boy scouts you're up against.. We're 
after power and we mean it... There's 
no way to rule innocent men. The only 
power any government has is the 
power to crack down on criminals. Well, 
when there aren't enough criminals one 
makes them. One declares so many 
things to be a crime that it becomes 
impossible for men to live without 
breaking laws. Who wants a nation of 
law-abiding citizens? What's there in 


that for anyone ? But just pass the kind 
of laws that can neither be observed 
nor enforced or objectively interpreted 

- and you create a nation of law¬ 
breakers -and then you cash in on 
guilt. Now that's the system, Mr 
Reardon, that's the game, and once 
you understand it, you'll be much easier 
to deal with. ” 

— gunwatch.blogspot.com May 7, 2018 

Anger as Syria heads global 
disarmament body 

By Imogen Foulkes 

Members of the United 
Nations have expressed dismay over 
Syria becoming president of the 
Conference on Disarmament (CD) in 
Geneva. 

The move comes just weeks 
after the latest reported chemical 
weapons attack, in which the Syrian 
authorities are widely believed to have 
used chemical agents against civilians. 

Robert Wood, Washington's 
ambassador in Geneva, tweeted: 
"Monday, May 28 will be one of the 
darkest days in the history of the 
Conference on Disarmament with Syria 
beginning its four-week presidency 
The Damascus regime has neither the 
credibility nor moral authority to preside 
over the CD. The international 
community must not be silent." 

UN officials have been wearily 
pointing out that the rotating presidency 
system was devised by member states, 
primarily to prevent more powerful 
countries constantly jockeying for 
position. 

Syria takes over from 
Switzerland simply because it follows 
Switzerland in the alphabetical list of 
member states. 

And the Conference on 
Disarmament is not even a UN body, 















but holds its meetings at the UN in 
Geneva. 

Nevertheless it was the CD 
which painstakingly negotiated the 
convention banning chemical weapons, 
which was signed by Syria. 

The United Kingdom in its 
statement, pointed out that it would 
"require consensus amongst all CD 
members, Syria included, for Syria not 
to take on the presidency, so we 
cannot stop that happening." 

Ensuring the Syrian 
presidency "cannot inflict damage" on 
CD work will not be too difficult. The 
CD has been stalled on all major issues 
for many years now, something UN 
Secretary General Antonio Guterres 
lamented just last week, pointing out 
that it had "produced very little" for 
decades, and calling for it be 
"reinvigorated". 

-www.bbcnews.com May 28, 2018 

In Danish ‘ghettos’, 
immigrants feel stigmatized 
and shut out 

COPENHAGEN (Reuters) - In urban 
areas of Denmark officially designated 
as “ghettos”, some residents feel 
stigmatized and excluded from 
mainstream society. 

Denmark is the only country to 
formally classify certain residential 
zones as ghettos. An area fits into the 
category if more than half of its 
inhabitants originate from non-Western 
countries and it also matches certain 
other criteria, such as unemployment 
exceeding 40 percent. 

Denmark has struggled for 
decades with how to integrate 
immigrants into its welfare state. The 
public debate intensified in 2015 with 
the arrival of large groups of refugees 
from conflicts in the Middle East and 
North Africa. The anti-immigrant Danish 
People’s Party became the second- 
largest party in parliament in an 
election that year. 

In March this year, Prime 
Minister Lars Lokke Rasmussen of the 
Liberal Party announced a plan aimed 
at boosting the integration of 
immigrants and eliminating ghettos by 
2030. 

Measures include banning 
criminals from moving into the areas, 
giving double punishment for crimes 
committed in ghettos, and demolishing 
then rebuilding parts of the zones. 

Denmark formally named 25 
areas ghettos in 2010 to target specific 
places which they deemed needed 
increased attention to integrate the 
residents. 


In Mjolnerparken more than 
four out of five inhabitants have a non- 
Western background and almost half 
have no job. 

“I had a backache and the 
doctor asked me if my husband beat 
me, and I was like ‘no!’” said Umm- 
Meyounah, 37, born to Danish parents 
and married an immigrant from the 
Middle East. 

“This is what you’re dealing 
with all the time. You’re spending all 
your time explaining that you’re not 
getting beaten up at home or that 
you’re not a terrorist.” - May 29, 2018 

Supreme Court Sets New 
Limits on Warrantless Vehicle 
Searches Near Homes 

In a decision that’s been 
hailed as a big win for privacy rights, 
the Supreme Court ruled on Tuesday 
that police officers must generally have 
a warrant before searching vehicles 
parked at a private home or on its 
surrounding property. 

Also, on May 14, the Supreme 
Court ruled that unauthorized drivers of 
rental cars, whose names are not on 
the rental agreement, should generally 
be afforded the same privacy 
protections as authorized drivers. 

In an 8-1 ruling, the court 
sided with Ryan Collins, a Virginia man 
who accused police of impinging upon 
his Fourth Amendment right against 
unreasonable search and seizure when 
an officer walked onto his girlfriend’s 
driveway in 2013 and pulled back a 
tarp covering his motorcycle. The 
officer, who did not have a warrant, ran 
a search of the license plate and 
discovered it was stolen. Collins was 
convicted of possessing stolen 
property. 

Collins, however, accused the 
officer of improperly searching the 
motorcycle, which was parked a few 
feet away from his girlfriend’s home. 
His attorneys argued that the Fourth 
Amendment applies to private homes 
and also to areas surrounding them — 
known in legalese as “curtilage” — and 
the officer violated this right. 

If law enforcement officers can 
search vehicles inside the curtilage 
without a warrant, then “any vehicle 
with probable cause could be searched 
anywhere, any time,” Collins’ lawyers 
wrote in their Supreme Court petition. 
"Officers could creep into garages and 
carports at night, removing tarps, 
rummaging for contraband in glove 
boxes. If officers can intrude upon 
curtilage to search a vehicle, there is 
no reason why they could not walk 


through a house to reach a car in the 
backyard.” 

Writing on behalf of the eight 
justices who ruled in Collins’ favor, 
Justice Sonia Sotomayor agreed that 
“searching a vehicle parked in the 
curtilage involves not only the invasion 
of the Fourth Amendment interest in 
the vehicle but also an invasion of the 
sanctity of the curtilage.” 

She pushed back at a 
suggestion by Virginia officials that a 
distinction should be made between 
"fixed structures” like garages and 
other areas around a home. Sotomayor 
said such a “bright-line rule” would 
“grant constitutional rights to those 
persons with the financial means to 
afford residences with garages but 
deprive those persons without such 
resources of any individualized 
consideration as to whether the areas 
in which they store their vehicles qualify 
as curtilage.” 

The Supreme Court has ruled 
previously that police cannot search the 
curtilage without a warrant, but the 
question here was whether the warrant 
requirement applied to motor vehicles 
parked within that area. 
huffingtonpost.com May 30, 2018 

The TSA Keeps a Secret 
Watch List of Those Who 
Resist 

By Ron Dixon 

WASHINGTON — The Transportation 
Security Administration has created a 
secret watch list to monitor people at 
airport checkpoints simply because 
they have swatted away security 
screeners’ hands or otherwise 
appeared unruly. 

A five-page directive obtained 
by The New York Times said actions 
that pose physical danger to security 
screeners — or other “offensive and 
without legal justification” contact — 
could land travelers on the watch list, 
which was created in February and is 
also known as a “95 list.” 

People who loiter suspiciously 
near security checkpoints could be put 
on the watch list. So could those 
vaguely described as “challenges to the 
safe and effective completion of 
screening.” 

The watch list cannot be used 
to prevent passengers from boarding 
flights, nor can it impel extra screening 
at security checkpoints, according to 
the document. That has raised 
questions about whether it serves a 
legitimate security purpose, and has 
heightened civil liberty concerns over 
the added government surveillance 








So far, fewer than 50 people 
have been put on the watch list, said 
Kelly Wheaton, a T.S.A. deputy chief 
counsel. 

But two other government 
security officials said that the number of 
names on the list could be higher, with 
travelers added daily. 

Mr. Wheaton said 34 airport 
security screeners were assaulted last 
year, up from 26 in 2016. 

The United States government 
already maintains a bevy of watch lists. 

The F.B.I. has a database of 
more than one million people — 
including tens of thousands of 
American citizens or legal residents — 
who are known or suspected terrorists. 
Officials rely on that database to 
compile the no-fly list that has been 
criticized for barring travelers based on 
mistaken identities, including 
politicians, celebrities and children. 

The Secret Service maintains 
a watch list of people who pose a 
potential threat to government officials 
or buildings. 

Civil liberties groups said that 
makes it even more likely that 
individuals who do not pose a threat to 
airports or planes will be swept up in 
the US’ homeland security system. 

Faiza Patel, a director of the 
Liberty and National Security Program 
at NYU’s Brennan Center for Justice 
said that because the watch list will be 
shared with other law enforcement 
agencies, “it will be difficult to control 
the consequences.” 

Government watchdogs have 
long criticized such watch lists, 
especially after evidence concluding 
that as high as 35 percent of the names 
are either outdated or added without 
adequate factual basis. Individuals are 
denied any meaningful way to correct 
errors and clear their names. 

New York Times May 17, 2018 

Your Phone Is Listening and 
lt 5 s Not Paranoia 

By Sam Nichols 

A couple years ago, a friend 
and I were sitting at a bar, iPhones in 
pockets, discussing our recent trips in 
Japan and how we’d like to go back. 
The very next day, we both received 
pop-up ads on Facebook about cheap 
return flights to Tokyo. Are our 
smartphones actually listening? 

According to Dr. Peter 
Hannay—the senior security consultant 
for cybersecurity firm Asterisk—-the 
short answer is yes, but perhaps in a 
way that's not as diabolical as it 
sounds. 


For your smartphone to 
actually pay attention and record your 
conversation, there needs to be a 
trigger, such as when you say “hey Siri” 
or “okay Google.” In the absence of 
these triggers, any data you provide is 
only processed within your own phone. 
Any third party applications you have 
on your phone—like Facebook for 
example—still have access to this 
“non-triggered” data. And whether or 
not they use this data is really up to 
them. 

He goes on to explain that 
apps like Facebook or Instagram could 
have thousands of triggers. An ordinary 
conversation with a friend about 
needing a new pair of jeans could be 
enough to activate it. Although, the key 
word here is “could,” because although 
the technology is there, companies like 
Facebook vehemently deny listening to 
our conversations. 

I decided to try an experiment. 
Twice a day for five days, I tried saying 
a bunch of phrases that could 
theoretically be used as triggers. 
Phrases like I'm thinking about going 
back to uni and / need some cheap 
shirts for work. Then I carefully 
monitored the sponsored posts on 
Facebook. 

The changes came literally 
overnight. Suddenly I was being told 
mid-semester courses at various 
universities, and how certain brands 
were offering cheap clothing. A private 
conversation with a friend about how I’d 
run out of data led to an ad about 
cheap 20 GB data plans. And although 
they were all good deals, the whole 
thing was eye-opening and utterly 
terrifying. 

Peter assured me that in 2018 
no company is selling their data directly 
to advertisers. But as we all know, 
advertisers don’t need our data for us 
to see their ads. 

Peter went on to say that just 
because tech companies value our 
data, it doesn’t keep it safe from 
governmental agencies. As most tech 
companies are based in the US, the 
NSA or perhaps the CIA can potentially 
have your information disclosed to 
them, whether it’s legal in your home 
country or not. 

So yes, our phones are 
listening to us and anything we say 
around our phones could potentially be 
used against us. But, according to 
Peter at least, it’s not something most 
people should be scared of. 

-www.vice.com June 4, 2018 


‘Prime enemy of our 
civilization’ is still a threat 

By Bill Federer 

Grover Cleveland, the first 
Democrat-elected after the Civil War, 
was both the 22nd and 24th president - 
the only president to serve two non- 
consecutive terms. 

One of the incidents which 
occurred during Cleveland’s time as 
president was the treatment of the 
Christians in Armenia by the Muslim 
Ottoman Turks. In a message to 
Congress, Dec. 2, 1895, President 
Cleveland stated: “Reported massacres 
of Christians in Armenia and the 
development there and in other districts 
of a spirit of fanatic hostility to Christian 
influences naturally excited 
apprehension for the safety of the 
devoted men and women who, as 
dependents of the foreign missionary 
societies in the United States, reside in 
Turkey. ..." 

The next year, President 
Cleveland stated, Dec. 7, 1896: “The 
rage of mad bigotry and cruel 
fanaticism ... wanton destruction of 
homes and the bloody butchery of men, 
women, and children, made martyrs to 
their profession of Christian faith 
The outbreaks of blind fury which lead 
to murder and pillage in Turkey occur 
suddenly and without notice. ...” 

Grover Cleveland concluded: 
“... I do not believe that the present 
somber prospect in Turkey will be long 
permitted to offend the sight of 
Christendom. It so mars the humane 
and enlightened civilization that 
belongs to the close of the 19th century 
that it seems hardly possible that the 
earnest demand of good people 
throughout the Christian world for its 
corrective treatment will remain 
unanswered.” 

[However, "the earnest 
demand of good people throughout the 
Christian world for ... corrective 
treatment" that Cleveland hoped for did 
in fact remain unanswered. 
"Sometimes called the first genocide of 
the twentieth century, the Armenian 
genocide refers to the physical 
annihilation of Armenian Christian 
people living in the [Muslim] Ottoman 
Empire from spring 1915 through 
autumn 1916. There were 
approximately 1.5 million Armenians 
living in the multiethnic Ottoman 
Empire in 1915. At. least 664,000 and 
possibly as many as 1.2 million died 
during the genocide, either in 
massacres and individual killings, or 
from systematic ill treatment, exposure, 
and starvation.” - www.ushmm.com] 



Winston Churchill, who later 
became Britain's Prime Minister, fought 
in northwest India, Egypt and Sudan in 
1897-98. Churchill wrote in his two- 
volume work, “The (Nile) River War”: 
“How dreadful are the curses which 
Mohammedanism [Islam] lays on its 
votaries! ... The fanatical frenzy, which 
is as dangerous in a man as 
hydrophobia in a dog. ... Insecurity of 
property exist wherever the followers of 
the Prophet rule or live. ... A degraded 
sensualism deprives this life of its 
grace and refinement; the next of its 
dignity and sanctity.” 

Churchill continued: “The fact 
that in Mohammedan law every woman 
must belong to some man as his 
absolute property, either as a child, a 
wife, or a concubine, must delay the 
final extinction of slavery until the faith 
of Islam has ceased to be a great 
power among men. Individual Moslems 
may show splendid qualities ... but the 
influence of the religion paralyses the 
social development of those who follow 
it.” 

Churchill concluded: “No 
stronger retrograde force exists in the 
world. Far from being moribund, 
Mohammedanism is a militant and 
proselytizing faith. It has already 
spread throughout Central Africa, 
raising fearless warriors at every step; 
and were it not that Christianity is 
sheltered in the strong arms of science, 
the science against which it had vainly 
struggled, the civilization of modern 
Europe might fall, as fell the civilization 
of ancient Rome.” 

— www.wnd.com June 2, 2018 

Urge Your State Legislators to 
Say No to Gun Confiscation 
Orders 

Dear friend, 

Legislatures across the 
country are using the shooting in 
Parkland, Florida, as an excuse to 
confiscate firearms. 

Right now, this is probably the 
single biggest LEGISLATIVE threat to 
the Second Amendment. 

Gun Confiscation Orders 
would allow police or angry relatives to 
convene a secret star-chamber 
proceeding and get a warrant to 
ransack your house and seize your 
guns without any due process 
whatsoever. 

And if you resist, they are 
authorized to arrest, or even shoot, you 
and your family. 

These are correctly known as 
Gun Confiscation Orders, although 
anti-gun zealots will sugar-coat them a 


“red-flag laws” or “extreme violence 
protective orders.” 

But just as “assault rifle” was a 
fraudulent term intended to sway public 
opinion, so is the term GUN 
CONFISCATION ORDERS. 

They have been taken 
seriously in some conservative states 
because of Donald Trump's admonition 
to “Take the Guns First” and worry 
about the Constitution afterwards. 

In addition, NRA has 
reportedly entertained support for some 
form of these bills, although it is not 
clear where they would draw the line. 

Proposals differ on what they 
need to show: California requires only 
“substantial evidence” that you are a 
“danger.” 

Some states have a low 
“preponderance of the evidence” 
standard. Others revolve around a 
fraudulent “probable cause” with 
respect to a non-existent crime. 

But it really doesn’t matter. 
You won’t get a trial by jury before your 
guns are taken -- or a trial of any sort, 
for that matter. 

You won’t even be able to get 
your attorney before the judge. 

The accuser will be the ONLY 
ONE in the room. And so the court is 
almost always going to issue the 
confiscation order. 

In Seattle, only one request 
was ever denied. 

When a GCO is issued in your 
name the police or SWAT team arrives 
at your door to ransack your home and, 
if you resist, to arrest or even shoot you 
and your family. 

Sometime after your 
constitutional rights are suspended 
without due process, you will 
theoretically have the “right” to spend 
$10,000 to try to convince a court it 
made a mistake. This is a fool’s errand. 

As always, police and liberal 
academics will assure us that they will 
implement their powers “responsibly." 

Thankfully, however, there is a 
wide coalition of groups that are 
opposing the suspension of the 
Constitution for persons who have not 
committed any crime. 

Gun Owners of America is 
joined by groups such as the ACLU, 
which, in Rhode Island, issued a 14- 
page analysis which concluded these 
laws raise “some serious due process 
concerns.” 

But what about the shooter in 
Parkland, Florida? Wouldn’t GCOs 
have stopped him? 

No. 

School disciplinary officials 
and police, dozens of times, could have 


charged him with a felony and taken 
away his guns under 18 U.S.C. 922(d) 

They didn’t because of an 
Obama-era policy coddling young 
felons. 

So please contact your state 
lawmakers and tell them to oppose 
Gun Confiscation Orders, even though 
they are fraudulently sugar-coated as 
“red-flag laws.” 

Michael Hammond 

Legislative Counsel, Gun Owners of 
America 

— The Gun Owners , Vol. XXXVIII, 
Number 1 May 22, 2018 

The anti-gun Left wants to 
limit your Free Speech, too 

One must understand that the 
attacks on our freedom will not be 
limited to the Second Amendment. 

Our First Amendment rights 
are also under assault. 

GOA’s Executive Director 
Emeritus Larry Pratt frequently speaks 
all around the country on college 
campuses. The idea that a pro-gun 
speaker might destroy the anti-gun 
monopoly that exists on a college 
campus - even for one evening - has 
been driving the anti-gun Left crazy. 

One such example took place 
at the University of California at Santa 
Clara. 

Larry was the featured 
speaker but after several credible death 
threats were made against his life 
authorities insisted on moving the 
venue at the last minute. 

At the University of Toledo the 
opinion editor of the student newspaper 
was caught on camera tearing down 
posters announcing Larry’s speaking 
engagement. 

We have published the video 
on GOA’s website, where one can see 
the editor - caught with the posters in 
her hands - arrogantly walk up to the 
camera that was filming her and 
saying, “Do something.” 

Well, apparently someone did 
“do something.” 

She was fired. 

- The Gun Owners , Vol. XXXVIII, 
Number 1 May 22, 2018 

The secretive Bilderberg elite 
are worried about the ‘post¬ 
truth’ world 

By Holly Ellyatt 

The secretive Bilderberg 
meeting is coming up 

Some of the planet's most 
powerful people will take part in the 
infamously secretive Bilderberg 
meeting that begins Thursday to 
discuss their most pressing concerns, 






including Russia, free trade and the 
"post-truth" world. 

Political leaders and experts 
from industry, finance, academia and 
the media will take part in the annual 
conference, taking place this year in 
Turin from Thursday to Sunday. 

So far, 131 participants from 
23 countries have confirmed their 
attendance, Bilderberg's organizers 
said. Some of the names on this year's 
guestlist include the president of the 
World Economic Forum, the CEOs of 
Airbus, DeepMind, Ryanair and Total, 
as well as the governor of the Bank of 
England. The meeting is chaired by 
French businessman Henri de Castries 
and he leads the organization's 
"steering committee." 

The key topics for discussion 
at this year's meeting were published 
by its organizers: 

1. Populism in Europe 

2. The inequality challenge 

3. The future of work 

4. Artificial intelligence 

5. The U.S. before midterms 

6. Free trade 

7. U.S. world leadership 

8. Russia 

9. Quantum computing 

10. Saudi Arabia and Iran 

11. The "post-truth" world 

12. Current events 

Politics and geopolitics 
dominate the list, with the themes of 
Russia, the Middle East, U.S. world 

leadership and the U.S. political 
environment ahead of midterm 
elections in November. The arrival of 
President Donald Trump has heralded 
a renegade style of politics. 

Meanwhile, scandals involving 
allegations of the mass use of social 
media to influence elections also 

relates to a blurring of objective fact 
and fiction — hence the "post-truth" 
world the Bildergroup group will 

discuss. Post-truth, which was Oxford 
English Dictionary's word of the year in 
2016, is an adjective defined as 

"relating to or denoting circumstances 
in which objective facts are less 
influential in shaping public opinion 
than appeals to emotion and personal 
belief." 

Founded in 1954, the 

Bilderberg meeting is an annual event 
designed "to foster dialogue between 
Europe and North America," organizers 
say. The meeting is renowned for its 
secretive content. 

About two thirds of 

participants come from Europe and the 
rest from North America; approximately 
a quarter from politics and government 
and the rest from other fields, 

organizers said in a statement 


Wednesday. Discretion, as always, is 
de rigeur. 

"The meetings are held under 
the Chatham House Rule, which states 
that participants are free to use the 
information received, but neither the 
identity nor the affiliation of the 
speaker(s) nor any other participant 
may be revealed." 

The organizers said that 
thanks to the private nature of the 
meeting, "the participants are not 
bound by the conventions of their office 
or by pre-agreed positions." 

"As such, they can take time 
to listen, reflect and gather insights. 
There is no desired outcome, no 
minutes are taken and no report is 
written. Furthermore, no resolutions are 
proposed, no votes are taken, and no 
policy statements are issued." 

A frequently asked question is 
how the Bilderberg meeting is financed. 
Organizers said the financing was a 
mixed bag. 

"Annual contributions by 
steering committee members cover the 
annual costs of the secretariat. The 
budget of the secretariat is limited to 
the costs of the meeting. The 
hospitality costs of the annual meeting 
are the responsibility of the steering 
committee member(s) of the host 
country. Participation is by invitation 
only, and there is no attendance fee. 
Participants take care of their own 
travel and accommodation costs.” 
- www. cnbc. com/2018/06/06 

New Jersey Democrat 
Reinstituting Racist Practices 
to Discourage Gun Ownership 

By David Corea 

USA —(Ammoland.com)- “Gov. Phil 
Murphy is proposing to significantly 
hike fees for buying and selling 
firearms in New Jersey, a move that 
would raise the cost of gun permits and 
licenses for the first time in half a 
century and likely trigger a legal 
challenge from Second Amendment 
advocates,” NJ.com reported Thursday. 

“The plan would raise the cost 
for handgun purchase permits from $2 
to $50; firearms identification cards 
from $5 to $100; handgun carry permits 
from $50 to $400; retail gun dealer 
licenses from $50 to $500; and 
wholesaler/manufacturer licenses from 
$150 to $1,500, among other hikes.” 
theNJ.com report continues. 

Per economist John Lott: 
“New Jersey is the second most 
restrictive state on issuing permits, 
second only to Hawaii. The new rules 
will codify the practice of the police and 
judges in giving out permits and 


prevent legal challenges to denials. No 
one will be eligible for a New Jersey 
concealed handgun permit unless they 
have recently had a violent crime 
committed against them or received 
direct, verifiable, significant threats.” 

Government charging a fee to 
exercise a fundamental right is 
reminiscent of nothing so much as Jim 
Crow-era poll taxes And it’s curious, 
for a party that claims requiring voter ID 
disenfranchises minorities, they’re fine 
with doing that with guns to disarm the 
least prosperous populations among us 
(and typically the ones that 
overwhelmingly vote Democrat). 

This is not the first time adding 
to the cost of a firearm has been used 
to deprive minority citizens of their 
rights: “Among these laws, the 
forerunners of so-called ‘Saturday 
Night Special’ legislation, was 
Tennessee's ‘Army and Navy’ law 
(1879), which prohibited the sale of any 
‘belt or pocket pistols, or revolvers, or 
any other kind of pistols, except army 
or navy pistol’ models, among the most 
expensive, and largest, handguns of 
the day. (Such as the Colt Model 1960 
Army, Model 1851 Navy, and Model 
1861 Navy percussion cap revolvers, or 
Model 1873 Single-Action Army 
revolver.) The law thus prohibited small 
two-shot derringers and low-caliber 
rimfire revolvers, the handguns that 
most Blacks could afford.” 

Who thinks the Bloods, the 
Crips, the Latin Kings, MS-13, Vatos 
Locos, the 18 th Street Gang and all the 
others will have their activities curtailed 
in the slightest? Gun-grabbing 
Opposite Day “progressives” are 
sticking it once more to the “law- 
abiding” and creating even more 
incentives for a dangerous black 
market (and attendant “turf wars”) to 
flourish. 

So look for the killings to 
continue and get worse, look for 
opportunistic politicians and the useful 
idiots that empower them to scream 
even louder about blood being on 
NRA’s hands and that “Something must 
be done!” Look for corporate cowards 
to cave to whatever demands are 
issued on social media by “outraged” 
loudmouths who aren’t even their 
customers. Look for gutless RINOs and 
assorted industry quislings to offer up 
more “compromises.” And look for the 
very people demanding edicts that 
make it harder for peaceable minorities 
to lawfully keep and bear arms to 
smear majority gun owners as the ones 
who are the racists. 

- Posted June 22, 2018 



Does gun violence stem from 
changes in society? 

By Donnie Johnston, April 4, 2018 

Is there more to the gun 
debate than just the gun? Do social 
changes factor into this explosion of 
violence that we are witnessing? 

Methinks they do 

It is easy to blame the gun, 
but there were plenty of guns when I 
was growing up and there were no 
school or other mass shootings. 

And kids didn't kill other 
kids nightly on America's inner-city 
streets. 

So what has changed? I 
have tried to analyze the situation from 
every conceivable angle and I can't 
figure it out But I did come up with 
some clues. 

The first thing I looked at 
was the age of these school shooters. 
At Columbine, Sandy Hook, Virginia 
Tech and Parkland, the perpetrators 
were all either students or student-age 
young men. 

What caused these kids to 
become killers? Was it the violence 
they saw on TV or in the movies? 
When I was growing up we didn't go 
around shooting up schools or 
butchering each other on city streets. 
Over the course of one week, my 
friends and I probably saw 25 people 
get killed on TV Westerns and 
Saturday movie matinees. 

When the shows and the 
movies were over, we played cowboys 
and Indians and cops and robbers, but 
we knew it was make believe and we 
left our guns on the playground. 

Of course, those shoot 'em 
up TV shows were balanced with 
wholesome family shows like "Ozzie 
and Harriet" and "My Three Sons"— 
dramas where parents, especially the 
father, gave guidance and discipline to 
his children. 

Fathers and discipline, 
maybe that is the key to our problems 
today. Discipline has become an 
antiquated philosophy and any parent 
who even spanks a child may find 
himself in court.... 

On the subject of fathers, 


statistics show that about 40 percent of 
the children in America are born out of 
wedlock today. Divorces remove even 
more fathers from the home. 

Even in many traditional 
families, both parents work. For many, 
there is no one at home when school is 
over. If there is alcohol or a gun in the 
house, who is to know if the children 
experiment with them? 

Federal 2017 statistics 
show that more than 70 percent of 
African-American births occurred out of 
wedlock. The result? Fewer fathers to 
teach or discipline their kids, so many 
of these children are left to raise 
themselves. 

Maybe it is the change in 
lifestyle and not the guns that is our 
problem today. When I was growing up, 
out-of-wedlock births were not socially 
accepted. Today, according to a recent 
survey, more than 60 percent of 
Americans think they are fine. 

And what about the fact that 
kids who are bullied or don't want to 
attend school are not allowed to drop 
out? 

When I was growing up, the 
troublemakers quit and got jobs. Today 
they can't do that, so they stay in 
school and cause trouble. 

Social changes have made 
this country a mess, so don't blame all 
the violence on the guns. 

- - The Free Lance Star April 4, 2018 

A website that ENDS the gun 
control debate for good 

By Mac Slavo 

A website, A Human Right, 
is putting the final nails in the coffin of 
the gun control debate. If you’ve ever 
been on the fence about whether or not 
you think guns should or should not be 
regulated, look no further. 

Once on the website, you 
can choose whether guns are a 
“liability” or a "useful tool.” If you select 
liability, you’ll be walked through a 
questionnaire designed to actually get 
your brain to function the way it was 
meant to without the bias shoved in 
there by the mainstream media. If you 
click on the useful tool section, you’ll be 


taken to articles about ways you can 
get active to prevent others from 
stripping you of your fundamental 
human right to defend yourself with the 
most effective tool available. 

From the Gun Control 
section of A Human Right’s website. 
Imagine a pack of hyenas stalking a 
human. As they close in for the kill, 
their intended prey repulses them with 
a rifle. As the surviving predators 
retreat, they think: “If only we could 
separate that human from her gun!” 

People who think like 
hyenas are not as naive as the idealists 
who wish to ban guns. “Gun control” is 
a misnomer for what idealists have in 
mind. They are evil: they wish to control 
others by making them defenseless. 

Communists, fascists and 
other totalitarians rendered their 
subjects defenseless as the first step 
towards total control. Then they could 
imprison or murder millions with 
complete impunity. 

A Human Right’s website 
even has a section about the bias in 
the mainstream media. 

The website lays out a 
basic and easy to read fundamental 
moral: Self-defense is a basic human 
right. Whether the Constitution lists our 
rights or not makes no difference. We 
are all born with those same basic 
rights because we were born human 
beings. You have the right to use a tool 
to defend your life because you are a 
human. You have a right to speak your 
mind because you’re a human. 
Governments do not grant human 
rights. They can only list your rights: 
they and others do not get to decide 
what your rights are and therefore, 
cannot take them away regardless of 
the laws they write mandating such. 

— www.shtfplan.com March 29, 
2018 

* * ★ 

"We fight not for glory nor for 
wealth nor honour, but only and alone 
we fight for freedom which no good 
man surrenders but with his life " - 
Robert the Bruce (Brus), King of Scots, 
24 June 1314 
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